Statement of Michael Adler to the FCC, November 9, 2007, Seattle WA

FILED/ACCEPTED
Commissioners, NOV 162007 .

Federal gg:nmufntlﬁatgms Commission

_ ce of the Secretar

I'uzge you from the bottom of my heatt not to loosen or eliminate current !
media-ownership rules or take any other action that will enable big media

owners to further consolidate their holdings and power.
American democracy depends upon diverse and free public media.

A free press should never be seen as just another money-making proposition.
It has sacred responsibilities related to public education and the exercise of free
speech and thought. These responsibilities should not be superceded by the
profit-making motive. '

Media consolidation is harmful to the nation.

Please stop the unwise and devastating road you are going down. The media
ate far to important to be controlled by fewer and fewer persons and
corporations who are only interested in the profits that can inure to them.
Drop the questions you ate currently “examining.” Go back to Washington
and take no further action. Your existing rulings regarding increased media
consolidations have been harmful enough. Please do not go further and
confound the already difficult and dangerous situation you have created.

Sincerely,
Michael Adler

3502 NE 43 Street
Seattle, WA 98105
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I cannot speak with specificity to the question of further consolidating media
ownership in this country. I feel sure that others have been and will be able to speak to
that. I’m a minister, not a policy wonk. My concern is more general, and more basic. I
think of the kids in my congregation, and kids all over the country. What kind of
country, and what kind of future are we handing to them? The issue, for me, is access to
the news. It’s a small thing, among so many larger things that concern us deeply. But it
is a small thing that we can actually do something about.

I’ve heard this called a partisan issue. Ireject that. This is a democracy issue. I’'m
sure I needn’t remind any of you that democracy depends on an informed electorate. To
participate in a democracy, people must have access to the issues at hand, what they
mean, and who they affect. Since we won’t necessarily agree on what the issues are,
what they mean and who they affect ... for there to be an informed electorate, we need
multiple sources for our news.

This is not rocket science. This is basic. Government 101. And yet, even without
the further action you now contemplate, the FCC has already allowed an alarming
cOnsolidatinn of media in the United States. We need LESS consolidation, not more. °
And to the idea that this is somehow a partisan issue, I would remind the Commission

that it was the Republican President Theodore Roosevelt, who recognized the danger to
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democracy, to this country, of what were then known as Trusts. He took pride in being
recognized as a “Trust Buster.”

Don’t make this partisan. Calling it that serves only to obscure what is really
happening.

I ask you: can the financial power aﬂd well being of a few hugely rich mega-
corporations be more important to this Commission than the well being of this country as
a democratic republic? That’s the issue. That’s the issue and there’s no getting around it.
And if you put the financial interests of a few elite ahead of the health of this democracy
and the need to have an informed electorate, then shame on you. SHAME on you!

Explain to your children and your grandchildren your priorities: if you can. Our

constitution hoped “to secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity.” 1
ask you again, what kind of country will we handing over to our kids, and their kids?

It is said that my liberty to throw out my fist, stops at your nose. I suggest to you that
the liberty of an elite few to control the media, stops, must stop, at the need for an
informed electorate to have sufficient diversity in the sources of their news.

Thank you for your time and attention.
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DIANA KRAMER
Associate Publisher, The Business Report and Renton Magazine

Before the ,
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION J é -2 /

Related to Competitiveness, Localism and Diversity

NOVEMBER 9, 2007
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON

Chairman Martin, and members of the Commission:

Thank you for coming to Seattle to hear what we have to say on this
important topic.

- The newspaper and broadcast cross-ownership rules should not be loosened.
Consolidation undermines and inhibits competitiveness, localism and
diversity. It puts our citizens at greater risk from groupthink and ignorance.

I have three main points:

1. We need more competition among news outlets, not less. From a business
perspective, it makes sense to leverage and repurpose content generated by
one outlet onto another. We see television weather people and commentators
featured in newspapers, or magazine or television content online. But if there
is no restriction to cross-ownership, eventually there will be one original
report that will be published or aired across a market or region. Is there
really such a shortage of important local news in Seattle that the airtime
needs to be filled out with local news from Portland? While I agree that we
should know what is going on around us, the unfortunate truth is that most
local broadcast news is so shallow already that I am not enlightened or
educated by watching shallow or sensational broadcasts from another major

market’s TV reporters.
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If greater cross-ownership is allowed, we will see more pool reporting.
Without competition, there is no financial reason for a news conglomerate to
spend money to report and interpret events. It becomes profit for the
shareholders.

Television news used to be the prestigious hallmark of a broadcasting
company. Those days are gone. Now news segments are part of the
entertainment and the typical newscast contains less news than is printed on
a single page of a newspaper. For this the public gives up its airwaves?

Corporate consolidation brought us AOL-Time-Warner, an absolute giant of
a company. Was the public more informed and enlightened? We experienced
repurposed content, not additional reporting. We read and heard additional
disclaimers about ownership, not more insight. Even the market turned its
back on the conglomerate, and stockholder value was destroyed.

2. Diminished involvement in local issues concerns me. I’m honored to
serve on this panel with Frank Blethen. His family has been a good steward
to this community, and his influence extends far beyond it. He cares deeply
about the quality of reporting, and allocates substantial and precious -
resources to thoughtful and aggressive reporting; as well as to community
service. His is a unique and powerful voice.

The president of the local broadcasting company is similar to Frank in
commitment to the local community, although I don’t know-him personally.
My point is that a media conglomerate operating significant broadcast and
print outlets in the Seattle market would not have multiple presidents. There
would be only one — and our community’s volunteer and leadership pools
would be poorer because of it.

Leaders lost through consolidation affects communities across the country.
This phenomenon is not unique to media, although I have experienced first-
hand the effects of consolidation of the non-daily newspapers in Washington
State. In the mid 1980s, individual publishers living and working in their
communities owned most of the state’s community newspapers. In 2007 the
. dynamic has changed dramatically, with one company owning the majority
of the non-daily newspapers in Western Washington. Consequently there are
fewer newspaper voiees heard across the state, less editorial leadershlp, less
independent theught
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We can never go back to the way things were. But neither should we lower
the barrier to further consolidation, particularly as it relates to such a limited
public resource as airwaves.

Further, healthy competition among local media outlets results in better
coverage of people and issues that otherwise would go unreported,
benefiting people and issues without a regular and consistent voice. More
media outlets contribute to great diversity of voices heard throughout and
beyond the community.

One analogy is shopping choice for consumers. Bellevue Square is as nice a
shopping experience as you’ll find anywhere in the country. You’ll find
pretty much what you find in other upscale markets. But for an iconic Seattle
experience, visit Pike Place Market. A burgeoning smorgasbord of local
flavor and offerings, representing our diverse culture, filling customers’
needs on a local or even micro-market level. It’s how I think local media
should be.

Those favoring further consolidation will say people today have plenty of
news choices, thanks to the Internet and cable. I don’t consider re-runs of re-
runs quality news coverage. Few blogs or independent Web-sites (those not
affiliated with a professional news organization) have accurate, sourced
content. Which brings me to my third point, the revenue piece.

3. Reduced competition through consolidation creates an economic barrier to
-entry, as media conglomerates package markets to national advertisers. It
gives the conglomerate pricing power as it relates to advertising — lower
costs per thousand to attract advertisers and prevent competition, and higher
costs per thousand to drive profits once the market is dominated. Anti-
competitive? Certainly. But this would be nearly impossible for a small
niche player to prove.

The field is not as wide-open as one might think. Local, original content is
expensive, regardless of whether the distribution is printed or electronic. In
nearly every instance, advertising pays the bills, even for subscription
products. Without a proven revenue model, Web-sites and blogs come and
go, further disenfranchising those who rely on them for news and
information.
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Without a revenue source, the idea of diversity and alternative viewpoints is
theoretical.

Looking ahead, I fear for our nation when a few conglomerates control the
airwaves and what I read in my newspapers and magazines. I believe that
more insightful reporting and analysis of how we treat others, here and
abroad, and the very real challenges of living in a truly global society would
better serve our citizens.

Media consolidation allows our government to even more fully control the
public’s access to information, because it reduces the competition among
reporters to find new information and untold stories. And licensing of fewer
airwaves-based players gives the government a hammer that could be used
to further control what we read and hear. Seem preposterous? Things I
thought impossible 10 years ago are certainly true today: secret courts,
torture, failed policies, dangerous products. Expecting more and better
coverage from fewer, non-competitive conglomerates is counter-intuitive.

In closing, I think I am a typical American. I do not want one company to
provide all my food. I do not want one company to provide all my fuel. I do
not want one company to provide all my local news. Please do not change
the newspaper-broadcast cross ownership rules.

Thank you.
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To THE FCC, RE. ITS 2006 PROPOSED RULEMAKING ON MEDIA OWNERSHIP:

ov 16 700

I wish to express my strong opposition to any weakening areliminatianmofission
the FCC’s media ownership regulations. The rules, includif@oowiiarbiriplaraps
on TV and radio, and a ban on local newspaper/broadcast cross-ownership,
must remain strong because they provide vital protection to local accounta-
bility, competition and diversity in our media.

The FCC has been entrusted with safeguarding these media values because
our democracy depends on access to diverse voices, answerable to the pub-
lic interest - not economic motivations alone. Recent trends favoring corpo-
rate media concentration have taken a heavy toll on independent and local
voices in media, minority media ownership and viewpoint diversity. This Q

trend should be reversed, not extended. No. of Copies rec'd
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To THE FCC, RE. ITS 2006 PROPOSED RULEMAKING ON MEDIA OWNERSHIP:

. Iwish to express my strong opposition to any weakening or elimination of
the FCC’s media ownership regulations. The rules, including ownership caps
on TV and radio, and a ban on local newspaper/broadcast cross-ownership,
must remain strong because they provide vital protection to local accounta-
bility, competition and diversity in our media.

The FCC has been entrusted with safeguarding these media values because
our democracy depends on access to diverse voices, answerable to the pub-
lic interest - not economic motivations alone. Recent t rFE'dEﬁ ring corpo-
rate media concentration have taken a heavy toll on i éo ﬁ}EEEE
voices in media, minority media ownership and wewpomtﬂdvrsuy This
trend should be reversed, not extended. 6 2007
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